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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-2, 5-6, and 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Johnson et al. (hereinafter Johnson, U.S. Patent No. 5,813,009). 

In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claims 5, 9, and 
1 1 ), Johnson teaches a computer based records management system (a document 
management means) comprising an information filter for assuring that record data units 
offered to the system for storage (an accumulation means) are complete and not 
redundant. Record data units accepted for the system entry are acknowledged and 
preferably tagged to enable tracking and forwarded for unit verification and certification. 
Once a unit is found to be compliant with preset criteria, the unit is stored in permanent 
storage (document is accumulated) along with a disposal schedule determined for that 
unit (see Abstract). Johnson also teaches that version management is used to 
control/reduce multiple iterations of electronic data which may be resident within an 
organization, across applicable hardware and software platforms and physical and 
geographical locations (a version control means that manages version control 
information for the accumulation that assigns a version to a prepared transaction 
document) (Col. 6, lines 15-19). Johnson also teaches that outbound information or 
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record data units may consist of processed data files, such as EDI data streams 
produced by business applications 5 (an EDI means that creates and sends EDI data for 
an electronic transaction) (Col. 13, lines 41-43). It may also consist of information 
produced at a specific user workstation 7 (e.g., text files, images faxed, etc.), which is 
considered by the organization or user to be important to the business of the enterprise 
and therefore, important to be tracked (Col. 13, lines 43-47). Johnson also teaches an 
information filtering process (a linkage means that links the document management 
means and the EDI means), which occurs prior to verification/certification. During 
information filtering, incomplete or redundant units are identified and such units, for 
example, may be acknowledged or forwarded for special handling or the like. 
Information filtering may serve to route input record data units to designated 
destinations. Preferably, data units passed on for verification/certification are tagged to 
enable tracking of units through the system, for example, for subsequent auditing (Col. 
5, lines 9-18). Johnson also teaches that the filter determines which coded information 
is maintained for validation, processing, retention, retrieval, information collection and 
dissemination and ultimate disposal for a single or multiple organization units {registers 
sending information of the EDI data in the version control information of the relevant 
transaction document) (Col. 10, lines 26-30). Johnson also teaches that the filter 
attaches to incoming records a tag (i.e., envelope, pointer or reference entry prior to, 
application processing) which can be associated with a database in order to track the 
source, destination, version, storage location(s) and retention data associated with the 
record. Where information does not enter the filter, e.g., scanned input, appropriate tag 



Application/Control Number: 10/066,405 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2176 

(or tracking) information is added during the verification/certification process. For 
internally created information, created either at the individual workstation or by business 
applications, information considered to be important for saving may be sent to the filter 
for tagging, prior to being released either internally for further handling, or externally to 
trading partners, etc. Where no further handling other than verification/certification is 
required, such information may be routed directly to the verification/certification module 
for operator handling. In either case, incomplete information is trapped and sent to hold 
area 4 and held for input of the necessary processing information by the Records 
Manager or other designated individual (when the accumulated transaction document 
and the version are selected and attached to the EDI data, then the EDI data is sent) 
(Col. 10, lines 30-49). 

In regard to dependent Claim 2 (and similarly dependent Claims 6, and 10), 
Johnson teaches that outbound information or record data units may consist of 
processed data files, such as EDI data streams produced by business applications (5) 
(Col. 13, lines 41-43; compare with Claim 2 (and similarly Claims 6, and 10), "... the 
EDI means comprises a means for receiving EDI data"). Johnson also teaches that 
the filter determines which coded information is maintained for validation, processing, 
retention, retrieval, information collection and dissemination and ultimate disposal for a 
single or multiple organization units (Col. 10, lines 26-30). Johnson also teaches that 
the filter attaches to incoming records a tag (i.e., envelope, pointer or reference entry 
prior to application processing) which can be associated with a database in order to 
track the source, destination, version, storage location(s) and retention data associated 



Application/Control Number: 10/066,405 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2176 

with the record. Where information does not enter the filter, e.g., scanned input, 
appropriate tag (or tracking) information is added during the verification/certification 
process. For internally created information, created either at the individual workstation 
or by business applications, information considered to be important for saving may be 
sent to the filter for tagging, prior to being released either internally for further handling, 
or externally to trading partners, etc. Where no further handling other than 
verification/certification is required, such information may be routed directly to the 
verification/certification module for operator handling. In either case, incomplete 
information is trapped and sent to hold area 4 and held for input of the necessary 
processing information by the Records Manager or other designated individual (when 
the accumulated transaction document and the version are selected and attached to the 
EDI data, then the EDI data is sent) (Col. 10, lines 30-49). Johnson also teaches that 
the Filter (3) also checks incoming information for redundancy with currently archived 
records (e.g., whether a record with the same index criteria and date/time stamp data 
has already been archived) and determines whether potentially redundant information is 
identified as replacement data intended to overlay the existing file. Redundancy (and 
potential for information resent from the source) is detected by accessing the central 
ILM database 13 and system audit file 9. Where redundancy is detected, the record 
(e.g., file) is deleted from the processing stream and sent to hold area 4. The deletion 
and the potential redundancy are then reported to the Records Manager or other central 
facility for resolution and for audit purposes (Col. 9, lines 66-67; Col. 10, lines 1-11). So 
if the version is a duplicate of something already in the system, it is ultimately removed, 
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otherwise it is received and given a version number, timestamp, etc. Compare with 
Claim 2 (and similarly Claims 6, and 10), "... the linkage means, when a transaction 
document is attached to the received EDI data and the transaction document that 
corresponds to the attached document is already managed by the document 
management means accumulates the attached document as the latest version of 
the relevant transaction document"). Johnson also teaches that filter (3) further 
verifies whether information has previously been processed by the enterprise 
applications or is still to be processed or received by the destination address (first 
version of a new document) . Where the information has yet to be processed or 
received, the filter first verifies the information integrity and then returns any necessary 
acknowledgments to the source, logs the receipt of the information and routes the 
information to the proper destination, e.g., business applications 5 or user workstation 7. 
The filter also reviews the priority assigned to the incoming records (from an internally 
maintained table or by reading a priority indicator received with the incoming data) to 
ensure timely processing of priority information. Priority records, which require 
processing, are forwarded with the appropriate priority processing indicator or flag (Col. 
10, lines 12-25). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johnson. 

In regard to dependent Claim 3 (and similarly dependent Claim 7), Johnson 
teaches that operator intervention is required where error conditions are detected during 
the filter, audit, special handling, data buffering, ILM capture or database update 
operations which require manual intervention. Errors occurring outside system 
boundaries (e.g., within business applications, user workstations or backup processes) 
should be monitored and corrected within those processes, but may be detected by the 
ILM capture module (Col. 14, lines 58-65; compare with Claim 3 (and similarly Claim 7), 
"... the linkage means deletes the sending information of the EDI data from the 
version control information when a sending error occurs, or sending is disabled 
in the EDI data sent by the EDI means"). Johnson does not specifically teach that the 
filter (linkage means) deletes information found to be in error {document received 
incomplete, scrambled or otherwise in error), but instead passes it along for further 
scrutiny. It is at this point that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention that Johnson would have been able to determine a course of 
action based on any error that occurred, whether the document be deleted, resent, 
repaired, etc. The point is, that the information would only be allowed into the system if 
it were correct and complete. The benefit would have been to eliminate corrupted data 
from entering the system. 
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Claim Objections 

Claims 4, and 8 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form 
because multiple dependent claims 4, and 8 cannot depend on another multiple 
dependent claims 3, and 7. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, claims 4, and 8 have 
not been further treated on the merits. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

6,148,312 715/530 11/14/2000 

6,289,460 713/200 09/11/2001 

6,360,252 709/206 03/19/2002 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 
272-4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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